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Aspen Avenue/Heatherton Ridge
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Figure 6-7
Boone Avenue
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Figure 6-8
Lousiana Avenue/Loftus Avenue
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CSAH 18/Dakota Avenue
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Figure 6-10
Vernon Avenue
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Quentin Avenue
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Figure 6-13
Local Street Access Plan
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Scott County, as the owner, operator and maintainer of the county highway system, 
schedules construction projects through a series of County Board-adopted plans. The 
process for planning and programming of roadway projects is briefly described below.  

Scott County 2030 Comprehensive Plan Update – this plan provides the basic 
framework for the development of the Scott County Transportation System through 
the year 2030.  

Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) – 2008 – 2017 – the TIP refines the scope 
of improvements recommended in the Transportation Plan and starts prioritizing 
based on the need for improvement. Prioritization criteria include road condition, 
crash statistics, projected traffic volumes, existing and projected congestion and local 
jurisdictional input. The TIP is constrained by the amount of funding available. 

Funding types and limitation also play a major role in the selection and scheduling of 
improvement projects.  An ongoing issue for Scott County is the system needs far exceed 
the current funding available. The County seeks to take advantage of funding opportunities 
that develop from coordination with other agencies. The County’s “Policies for Cost 
Participation with Municipalities, State of Minnesota and Other Agencies” is part of the 
Transportation Plan.  

 
The CSAH 42 Preferred Alternative of expansion to 6-lanes is currently NOT in the 2008-
2017 Transportation Improvement Plan. Unless additional funding becomes available, the 
project is not expected to be implemented until after 2017.  

The CSAH 42 expansion to 6-lane project construction cost was estimated based on 
previous County project costs as shown in Table 7-1. These costs are for construction only 
and do not include right-of-way that could exceed 30% of the construction costs. 

 Project Cost per Mile 

CSAH 42 (Burnsville/Savage) 4-lane divided to 6-lane divided $7.7 million/mile 

CSAH 21 (Prior Lake) 4-lane undivided to 4-lane divided $3.6 million/mile 

CSAH 82 (Prior Lake) 2-lane undivided to 4-lane divided $5.4 million/mile 

Based on the past experience of the County in the projects shown in Table 7-1, an estimate 
of $6.0 million per mile (in 2008 dollars) was used to determine the construction costs of 
expansion of the CSAH 42 corridor to a 6-lane facility. The corridor’s eastern segment is 1.8 
miles and the western segment is 2.6 miles long equaling 4.4 miles of roadway that would 
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FIGURE 7-1 

Echelon Intersection 

Source: University of Maryland Applied Technology and Traffic Analysis Program 

be reconstructed. This makes the construction cost of the CSAH 42 preferred alternative, of 
expanding from a 4-lane divided to a 6-lane divided facility, $26.4 million (in 2008 dollars).  

7.3 Implementation Recommendations 

Recommendation #1: Scott County and its partners should continue toward 
completion of current project construction and planning efforts. These current efforts 
include the improvements at the TH 13 intersection from Boone Avenue to Louisiana 
Avenue, the Segment 8 expansion from the county line to Joppa/Glendale Ave, and the 
construction of the CSAH 21 extension from CSAH 42 north to CSAH 18. 

Recommendation #2: Scott County should move forward in the development of the 
CSAH 42 preferred alternative. This would include the completion of the appropriate 
environmental documentation, begin detailed design and begin determination of right-of-way 
needs and the ability to begin preservation of right-of-way for the future expansion project. 

Recommendation #3: The County and its partners should review possible interim 
efforts for maintaining traffic operations along the corridor. Examples of this are the 
retiming and synchronization of the existing signals along the corridor and implementation of 
improvements to the proposed parallel roadways including completing missing segments as 
development occurs. 

Recommendation #4: The County should continue monitoring operations of the TH 13 
and CSAH 42 intersection.  The intersection of TH 13 and CSAH 42 currently experiences 
the highest traffic volumes in the study area and is forecasted to continue to be a critical 
intersection.  Based on forecasts documented in this study, the location did not meet the 
performance objectives in the year 2030, even with the planned improvements. The county 
should continue monitoring the intersection, reviewing traffic volumes and travel patterns, as 
enhancements to the surrounding roadway network are implemented. A plan for possible 
improvements for the year 2030 could include capacity improvements to TH 13 or new 
innovative grade-separation solutions such as an Echelon intersection shown in Figure 7-1.  

 

 

 

 

  

 

 




